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that the Chancellor also recognized this abandonment of the Navy Bill to be sufficient for Germany's justified interests. I must therefore have been the departmental goat which had frustrated Haldane's honest attempt at reconciliation.1
Is Germany really doing well for her own sake to allow all those people to be defamed who once laboured for her safety and protection ?
From its own standpoint the Frankfurter Zeitung is justified in asking why the Chancellor did not decide to let me go, if my activities were so fatal (I made it very easy for him in 1911-12 and several times offered the Emperor my resignation) or refuse his responsible counter-signature.
For my part I put one question to those Germans who assume that the English did not go to war to maintain the continental balance of power or for reasons of the old trade jealousy, but for the sake of Germany's naval policy. Do they think that the Supple-
1 The tendency of the book inspired by Haldane, The Vindication, to construct a peace party (Bethmann) and a war party (Biilow, the Crown Prince, and myself) and the desire to draw the Emperor over to Bethmann's side probably explains a mis-statement in the book, that the Emperor had cancelled the third ship " against the wishes of his Admiral." In reality, the conversation went so that I asked Haldane, "What do you mean by lubrication ?" He mentioned the reduction of the Supplementary Estimates and wrote it down himself. I replied, "We can accept that." Hereupon the Emperor agreed. Haldane's historical error was explained by an evil conscience: in order to get rid of England's blame for the war he had to invent a war-party in Berlin. It is not worth while discussing the perverted version in The Manchester Guardian. I remained silent with regard to Haldane's publications in 1916-17, because I had to leave the reply to the Emperor at that time.